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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the patent and 
should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If the patent is of a 
basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and the abstract should be 
directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an improvement in an old 
apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract should include the technical 
disclosure of the improvement. In certain patents, particularly those for compounds and 
compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use thereof are not obvious, the 
abstract should set forth a process for making and/or use thereof. If the new technical 
disclosure involves modifications or alternatives, the abstract should mention by way of example 
the preferred modification or alternative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative applications of the 
invention and should not compare the invention with the prior art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be given. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 14 recites the limitation "the mark-up file". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in' section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-7, 11-12, 17-21, 24-25, 30-35 and 37-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 

as being anticipated by Khan et al (US Patent 6,360,236), hereinafter Khan. 



Regarding claims 1,17, and 30, Khan teaches an interface for integrated document 
development, through a method and computer code means, that includes an ordering unit 
allowing users to place document orders (taught as the use of a project list region allowing a 
user to access files, at col. 6, lines 6-8), an authoring unit allowing users to create new 
document components and edit existing components (taught as the use of tools found in a tool 
palette allowing users to make changes to a document by adding, deleting, or modifying 
components, at col. 7, lines 29-62), an administration unit allowing users to selectively 
administer document assembly (taught as the display of a document in a display region, in one 
of many supported formats, at col. 6, lines 31-56), a searching unit allowing users to search for 
components, documents, and archival published documents (taught as the use of a project file 
directory allowing a user to view documents and components related to a project, at col. 6, lines 
1-5), and a reporting unit allowing users to receive system reports (taught as the use of 
message files corresponding to project documents, at col. 6, lines 58-66). 

Regarding claims 2, 18, and 31 , Khan teaches an interactive publisher allowing a user to 
place document orders interactively, taught as the use of a project list region allowing a user to 
access files, at col. 6, lines 6-8, and a secure ordering interface for allowing user access to 
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selectively controlled individual functions, taught as the use of a user name and password for 
granting users access privileges to different projects, at col. 5, lines 13-19 and 64-66. 

Regarding claims 3, 19, and 32, Khan teaches an interactive publisher listing variable 
data required to complete a document order (the file directory of col. 6, lines 1-5), receiving 
variable data from users responsive to the lists (taught as allowing users to make changes to a 
document by adding, deleting, or modifying components, at col. 7, lines 29-62), submitting 
entered information to the document component system for selecting document components 
and assembling selected documents into a document for publication (taught as the posting of a 
modified document to the system by use of messages and message files, at col. 8, lines 26-47). 

Regarding claims 4, 20, and 33, Khan teaches providing users access to authorized 
individual ordering functions, taught as the use of a user name and password for granting users 
access privileges to different projects, at col. 5, lines 13-19 and 64-66. 

Regarding claims 5, 21, and 34, Khan teaches a plurality of user in-boxes, text authors 
and reviewers viewing assigned tasks through the in-boxes (taught as message files associated 
with each document under development, documents being modified and viewed by multiple 
authors through the use of such in-boxes, at col. 6, lines 21-28 and col. 6-7 lines 58-9), a search 
and impact analysis interface for searching for components, documents, and previously 
published documents (taught as the use of a project file directory allowing a user to view 
documents and components related to a project, at col. 6, lines 1-5), and a rules loading and 
configuration interface for loading business layer names and rules (taught as the encapsulation 



Application/Control Number: 10/059,057 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2173 

of data and methods related to document files in a document class, which is inherently loaded 
by the program, at col. 9-10, lines 63-6). 

Regarding claim 6, Khan teaches allowing users to view the impact of revisions to a 
document through the search and impact analysis interface, taught as the ability of a user to 
select a document through the interface and view its modifications, at col. 6, lines 6-12. 

Regarding claims 7 and 35, Khan teaches the selection of tasks and management of 
documents and document components through the use of an in-box, taught as using messages 
and message files to aid in the modification and development documents, at col. 6, lines 21-28 
and col. 6-7 lines 58-9. 

« 

Regarding claims 11, 24, and 37, Khan teaches users selectively search authorized 
individual items based upon security access authorization, taught as the ability to modify access 
privileges of users for different projects, at col. 5, lines 64-66. 

Regarding claims 12, 25, and 38, Khan teaches providing a user with search results 
indicating documents and selected document components, taught as the use of a project file 
directory allowing a user to view documents and components related to a project, at col. 6, lines 
1-5. 

Regarding claim 39, Khan teaches creating new users, modifying user profiles, and 
administering security at col. 5, lines 9-19 and 62-66. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 8-10, 22, 23, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Khan and Dabney et al (US Patent 6,643,663), hereinafter Dabney. 

Regarding claim 8, Khan has been shown supra to allow users to manage documents 
and document components, taught as allowing users to make changes to a document by 
adding, deleting, or modifying components, at col. 7, lines 29-62, and using messages and 
message files to aid in the modification and development documents, at col. 6, lines 21-28 and 
col. 6-7 lines 58-9. 

However, Khan fails to explicitly teach allowing users to check assigned documents and 
document components in and out and approve or reject documents and document components. 

Dabney teaches a method for operating a content management system that allows users 
to receive, edit, and distribute data across a network, similar to the system for developing 
documents of Khan. Furthermore, Dabney teaches allowing users to check assigned 
documents and document components in and out (taught as the use of "check in" and "check 
out" buttons at col. 13, lines 50-63), and approve or reject documents and document 
components (taught as the approval or rejection of content by a manager having approval 
rights, at col. 5, lines 35-42). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Khan and Dabney before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
document development system of Khan with the "check-in/check-out" and approval systems of 
Dabney in order to obtain a document development system wherein managing users may 
approve, reject, or check-in and check-out documents. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of document 
security (no other editors may check out the same story at the same time, see Dabney, col. 13, 
lines 50-52), and managing the content so only appropriate documents are posted (see Dabney, 
col. 5, lines 39-42). 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Dabney teaches forwarding or passing back approved or 
rejected documents to an appropriate stage in the workflow process, at col. 5, lines 35-42. 

Regarding claims 22, 23, and 36, Dabney teaches allowing users to check assigned 
documents and document components in and out (taught as the use of "check in" and "check 
out" buttons at col. 13, lines 50-63), and forwarding or passing back approved or rejected 
documents to an appropriate stage in the workflow process (see col. 5, lines 35-42). 

Claims 13-15, 26-28, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Khan, Dabney, and Siefert (US Patent 5,721,906). 

Regarding claims 13 and 26, Khan and Dabney teach a document specialist interface for 
receiving new components and revised text (taught as the editor or operator who reviews and 
edits data stored in a content management system, at col. 6, lines 20-24 of Dabney), and a 
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workflow administration interface for allowing authorized users to perform workflow tasks and 
view workflow functions (taught as the use of a manager for approving or rejecting documents 
and their subsequent delivery to a proper location in the workflow, at col. 5, lines 35-42 of 
Dabney). 

However, Khan and Dabney fail to explicitly teach a system administration interface 
where selected authorized users create new users, modify existing user profiles, and administer 
security. 

Siefert teaches a system for managing resources that allow a user to order delivery of a 
selected resource and limits access to resources based on authorization. While Khan teaches 
an interface allowing a general user to create a new account, modify a user profile, and 
administer security (see Khan, col. 5, lines 5-9, 62-66), Siefert teaches an Administrator 
authorized to perform all three functions (see col. 19, lines 32-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Khan, Dabney, and Siefert before him at the time the invention was made to modify 
the document development system of Khan and Dabney to include the Administrator of Siefert 
in order to obtain a document development system wherein users and user profiles are 
managed by an authorized Administrator. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of allowing an 
authorized user to make decisions about security issues and access limitations for users. The 
function of an Administrator for such things as network accounts and web sites is well known in 
the art, and would thus be obvious to include for its many advantages. 

Regarding claims 14, 27, and 40, Dabney teaches receiving new or revised text in word 
processor format (taught as the text data of a content management system of col. 6, lines 13- 
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19), converting the word processor format to a mark-up file (taught as the translation of platform 
code to platform independent code, such as HTML, at col. 8, lines 1 1-13), and verifying the 
mark-up file for test and production (taught as the editing and approving of translated data by a 
web editor, at col. 8, lines 58-60). 

Regarding claims 15 and 28, Dabney teaches revising text within a mark-up file through 
a document specialist interface, taught as the editing of checked out data at col. 13, lines 59-63 
and in Fig. 4. Furthermore, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art to include document type definition file editing and schema 
alterations. Applicant has not disclosed that the use of DTD files or schema files provides an 
advantage, is used for a particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in 
the art, furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with 
HTML files because HTML allows one to specify the layout and visual characteristics of content, 
as do DTD files and schemas. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Dabney 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 15. 

Claims 16, 29, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Khan, Dabney, Siefert, and Okita et al (US Patent 6,225,998), hereinafter Okita. 

Khan, Dabney, and Siefert have been shown supra to teach initiating specific projects, 
viewing project status, viewing user in-boxes and in-box status, and load balancing for a 
particular task (see Dabney, Fig. 11, col. 13, lines 32-63 and col. 5, lines 35-42). 

However, Khan, Dabney, and Siefert fail to explicitly teach creating and modifying 
workflow templates. 
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Okita teaches a system for displaying a visual representation of transaction flow through 
a transaction processing system. Furthermore, Okita teaches the creation and modification of 
workflow templates, at col. 10, lines 32-41 and col. 13, lines 1-8. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Khan, Dabney, Siefert, and Okita before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify the document development system of Khan, Dabney, and Siefert to include the workflow 
visualization of Okita in order to obtain a document development system wherein the workflow 
for developed projects is visualized. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of coordinating 
workflows across distributed environments and reducing application development time. See 
Okita, col. 1, lines 55-63. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (703) 305-5914. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-31 16. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Michael Roswell 
9/1/2004 
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